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Fig. 1 Finite element model of intact lumbar spine model(a) and
three different artificial discs(b)

Fig. 2 Loading and boundary conditions
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Fig. 3 Ratio of rotation angle of each spinal segment under
extension loading condition
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Fig. 4 Von-mises stress of ProDisc [land SB Charitelllunder
(a) flexion and (b) extension loading condition
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